UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCU T

No. 00-1869

REBECCA M NI X, I ndi vidual |y,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
and
HEATHER Kl NG,
Plaintiff,
vVer sus
TRI CI TIES HEALTH SERVI CES CORPORATI ON, d/ b/a
Colunmbia River Park Hospital, fornmerly known
as HCA River Park Hospital; RASHM KUVAR,
M D.,
Def endants - Appel | ees,
and
CHERYL HENDERSON, as Cuardian Ad Litem for
Heat her King; CORAZON N. CHUA, MD.,

Parties in Interest.

No. 00-1877

REBECCA M N X, as Next Friend and Legal
GQuar di an of Heat her King,

Plaintiff - Appellant,
and



HEATHER Kl NG
Plaintiff,
ver sus
TRI CI TI ES HEALTH SERVI CES CORPORATI ON, d/ b/ a
Colunmbia R ver Park Hospital, fornmerly known
as HCA River Park Hospital; RASHM KUVAR,
M D.,
Def endants - Appell ees,
and
CHERYL HENDERSON, as Cuardian Ad Litem for
Heat her Ki ng; CORAZON N. CHUA, MD.,

Parties in Interest.

Appeal s fromthe United States District Court for the Southern Di s-
trict of West Virginia, at Huntington. Robert C. Chanbers, District
Judge. (CA-98-352-3)

Subm tted: November 28, 2000 Deci ded: Decenber 12, 2000

Before WLLIAMS and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and HAMLTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Rebecca M ni x, Appellant Pro Se; Thomas Mtchell Plymale, Wyne,
West Virginia; John Harlan Callis, BOEHL, STOPHER & GRAVES, Pres-
tonsburg, Kentucky, for Appellant. Paul Thomas Farrell, Charlotte
Ann Hof fman, Huntington, Wst Virginia, Mark Allen Robinson,
FLAHERTY, SENSABAUGH & BONASSO, Charleston, Wst Virginia, for

Appel | ees.



Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Rebecca M ni x appeal s the district court’s order granting sum
mary judgnment to the Defendants in this nedical mal practice action.
W have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and
find no reversible error. W uphold the district court’s deter-
mnation that Mnix failed to produce qualified expert wtnesses as
required by West Virginia law. See W Va. Code § 55-7B-7 (1994).
Accordingly, we affirmthe district court’s order. W deny Mnix’s
notion requesting the court to require Heather King' s counsel to
file a form of appearance of counsel in this case. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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